Sep-1 5-2004 16:26 Frora-PHILIPS ELECTRONICS ICS 



914-332-0615 



T-925 P. 007/009 F-998 



REMARKS 

This application has been carefully reviewed in light of the 
Office Action dated June 16, 2004. Claims 5, 9-10, 17, 21-23, 31, 
and 40-42 remain pending in this application* Claims 5, 17, 31, 
and 40 are the independent claims. 

In response to the objections to Claims 7-10, 12, 19-23, 30, 
32-35, and 39, Applicant respectfully believes the amendments to 
and/or cancellation of Claims 7-10, 12, 19-23, 30, 32-35, and 39 
adequately respond to the objection and requests its withdrawal. 

On the merits, the Office Action rejected Claims 11, 24, 26, 
and 28 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Applicant 
respectfully believes the cancellation of Claims 11, 24, 26, and 28 
renders the rejection moot and requests its withdrawal. 

Further on the merits, the Office Action rejected Claims 1-6, 
11, 13-18, 24-29, 31, and 36-38 under 35 U,S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Reed et al. (U.S. Patent Wo. 6,275,707; hereinafter 
w Reed") . Applicants respectfully traverse the § 102(e) rejection 
for at least the following reasons: 

Reed fails to recite or suggest he steps of determining the 
location of a separately housed, second device located near to the 
first device,- sending a request from the first device to the second 
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device that the second device provide its location to the first 
device; providing the location of the second device to the first 
device; and using the location of the second device as an estimate 
of the location of the first device. Rather, Reed recites 
transmitting a location estimate from a first device to a second 
device, calculating some confidence level in the second device, 
comparing it to a location estimate and confidence level in the 
second device, and determining whether to update the second 
device's location estimate. Reed does not use the location of the 
second device to estimate the location of the first device. 
Rather, it uses the location estimate of the first device to 
enhance or update the independently- generated location estimate of 
the second device. Thus the rejections of independent Claims 5 and 
17 are respectfully traversed and Claims 5, and 17 are believed to 
be allowable. 

Claims 9-10 and 21-23 depend from one or another of the 
independent Claims discussed above and are believed patentable for 
at least the same reasons. In addition, Applicant believes Claims 
9-10 and 21-23, to be independently patentable and request separate 
consideration of each claim. 

In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicant respectfully 
requests favorable reconsideration and early passage to issue of 
the present application. Applicant's undersigned attorney may be 
reached by telephone at the number given below. 
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Aaron' Waxier' 
Reg, 48,027 
(914) 333-9608 
September 14 , 2004 
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